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COMMENTS ON EXAMINER'S AMENDMENT 



MS Issue Fee 
Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

Dear Sir: 

Applicants submit the following comments on the Examiner's Amendment and 
Interview Summary accompanying the Notice of Allowability dated July 8, 2008 and mailed July 
16, 2008. 

The Interview Summary implies that Applicants' attorney agreed during the 
telephonic interview that the Examiner's amendment was necessary to define over the prior art 
references of record. While Applicants' attorney did agree to the amendment, he did not agree 
that the amendment was necessary for patentability. 



As Applicants stated in their "Response to Final Office Action Mailed January 11, 



2008," filed May 12, 2008, it was Applicants' position that the claims were patentable over the 
cited art. Claims 1 and 2 as they existed prior to the Examiner's Amendment recited "supporting 
ribs" that, as also recited, with the supporting shell or supporting plates prevent transverse 
movement of the copper tube. Therefore, from Applicants' perspective, the Examiner's 
Amendment merely expressly recited the existing structure of the supporting shell. 
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